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IN D U ST R IA L L Y , 1966 drew  to a close w ith  the Q antas p ilo ts’ 
strike, w hich had  im plications far beyond the pilo ts’ undoub ted  
victory. T h e  dispute had  its farcical elements. M r. M cM ahon, 
already a slightly ridiculous figure, played the buffoon attem pting  
a role as m an of destiny. O n N ovem ber 29 he solemnly w arned: 
. . the G overnm ent w ould no t allow pilots . . .  to act w ith  
contem ptuous disregard of ... . the com m unity at large. However, 
to give the pilots an opportu n ity  to act responsibly and avoid 
being caught up  in processes th a t w ill otherwise follow, I appeal 
to them  to re tu rn  to w ork w ithou t delay.”
W hen this appeal was ignored, M cM ahon re tired  from  the 
fray, not to be heard  from  again. Bury started in the same vein, 
bu t soon became m ore sober.
T h e  press— the “lib e ra l” Australian  the worst— discovered 
‘‘a m ajority  of a radical m inority  who took the trouble  to vote",, 
the possibility of a “breakaw ay m ovem ent”, young irresponsibles 
stam peding the older m en, a small group hold ing  the com m unity 
to ransom , defying a rb itra tio n  and  the law of the land, recklessly 
destroying the industry, etc., etc. A plo t was even discovered for 
am algam ation of all airline unionists, controlled by a sinister p ilo ts’ 
un ion  “boss”.
T h e  papers controlled by those egalitarian  press m illionaires, 
Sir W arw ick Fairfax and R u p e rt M urdoch, w ept copiousK at the 
though t of the gross inequalities of the “p ro le ta ria t” on S3,000 a 
year penalised by “capita list” pilots. T hey  were lar m ore Worried 
than the p ro letaria t. T h e  affected “p ub lic”, which (lies overseas 
for business a n d /o r  pleasure, was not amused. Since many com e 
from  the Establishm ent, this had  some influence w hen it became 
obvious th a t the pilots could neither be cajoled, b ribed  nor 
stood over.
O bvious lessons will be d raw n  by all unionists. A rb itra tion  
ls not necessary even to register victories; it is an obstacle to 
w inning the gains tha t industria l s trength  and action can win, 
tending  always to aw ard the bare m in im um  increases (as already 
shown in the level of over-award paym ents won by m ilitan t 
m dustria l workers and  the ir unions).
1967 will certainly be a year of industria l action. A rb itra tio n ’s 
crisis is unresolved. T h e  basic wage decision and the in terim
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m eta l trades m argins aw ard only postponed the flood of wage 
dem ands inevitable early this year, w hile the employers p lan  an 
offensive against over-award paym ents and for th e ir “total wage” 
concept.
T h e  sustained stagnation of consum er dem and is a clear sign 
of lab o r’s reduced portion  of the social product. T h e re  is pent-up 
resen tm ent and  pressure which will no t be held  down, despite all 
the  m achinations of the influential “tam e ca t” faction in the trade 
un ions— even given the th reatened  aid of an  A W U  block vote at 
A C T U  Congresses. In  the long run , the trade un io n  m ovem ent 
m ust express its m em bers’ dem ands in  action.
T H E  Q A N TA S ST R IK E  posed o ther and deeper issues. An 
Australian  ed itoria l (17/12/66) revealed a m ajo r one: “. . . the 
idea  of a top-to-bottom  investigation of the Q antas m anagem ent 
v irtu a lly  dem ands th a t the P ilots’ Federation  takes over the 
ru n n in g  of the airline; a dangerous precedent, to say the least.”
T h is explains the seemingly suicidal stubbornness of Q antas 
m anagem ent, in itially  fully backed by the Governm ent.
T h e  pilots presum ed to dem and a say in  control of m anage­
m ent, w hich capitalism  simply cannot easily concede. Such 
econom ic democracy strikes a t the “rig h t” of capital to h ire and 
fire, to decide upon technical change, allocation of investm ent 
an d  price policies w ithou t consultation or consideration of its 
employees, the national interest or effects upon  the people as 
consumers.
T h e  basic dem ocratic dem and for w orkers’ partic ipa tion  in 
contro l will m ore and m ore arise in  industria l actions. I t  should 
accom pany the struggle for nationalisation  of the  monopolies, 
conceivably even preceding it. R eaction  to the p ilo ts’ strike 
reveals how deeply the ru lers fear such basic reforms.
A nother evidence of this fear is im m inen t repud ia tion  of 
A skin’s solem n electoral prom ise to institu te  a NSW  Education 
Commission, w ith T eachers’ F ederation  representation. P retext 
for this rep u d ia tio n  is alleged “left con tro l” of the Federation, 
p u ttin g  the Liberals in the position of exercising an au th o rita rian  
veto of the teachers’ dem ocratic vote, after the ir disastrous semi­
official excursion in to  interference in  the Federation  elections. But 
the un ion  leadersh ip’s political com plexion is secondary. T h e  
m ain consideration  is m aintenance of the bureaucratic  princip le, 
avoidance of any control by employees of policy and  adm in istra­
tion, even in a service tha t in fact depends largely upon  the 
teachers for its adm inistration.
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T H E  NSW  T E A C H E R S’ F E D E R A T IO N  is denied a say in 
policy decisions precisely because it advances and cam paigns for 
a radical solution to the problem s posed by the “education 
explosion”. T h e  NSW  G overnm ent has only a piecem eal policy 
of patching up  the most im m ediate problem s.
T h e  education  crisis is nationw ide, and affects all three levels. 
■The university  crisis is reflected in  recent increases in fees and 
reduction  in  governm ents’ subsidies. T h e  most im m ediate effects 
are upon  expansion of university teaching and  facilities, and 
opportun ities for post-graduate work.
R estriction  of post-graduate and  research opportun ities poses 
a big question of national concern. Is it the E stablishm ent’s 
deliberate policy to depend m ore and  m ore upon U nited  States, 
Japanese and  o ther foreign technology, to avoid the cost of inde­
pendent scientific research and  technological developm ent? T h is 
certainly fits in  w ith the v irtua l abandonm ent to foreign investors 
of whole sectors of the economy, and  to the general posture of 
em barrassing servility to A m erican policies. A nd it is not neces­
sarily refu ted  by the undou b ted  excellence of m uch A ustralian 
scientific work, already heavily dependen t upon  US finance, and 
providing a scientific cream  to be skim m ed off by foreign 
institutions, as required .
A far-reaching social consequence of the whole education 
policy is the emergence of a new elitism . Enough has been 
w ritten already about IQ  tests, and  the tiny percentage of university 
entrants from  the w orking class. N ot qu ite  enough is perhaps 
understood of the  elitism  in h eren t in the grow ing inequality  
of opportun ity  for h igher secondary and tertiary  education, com­
pounded by increasing expend itu re  of taxpayers’ money for the 
private schools.
H owever opportun ist his political motives in wooing the 
Catholic vote, Sir R obert Menzies also proceeded from  an ideo­
logical conviction, expressed in  a 1963 talk at his old school, 
Wesley. H e
lauded the fact th a t the  G reat Public Schools had  m anaged 
t0 survive . . . ‘Fifteen years ago . . .  I  though we would find ourselves 
Practising th a t dreadful civic vice of un iform ity  which we have such a 
Passion for in A ustralia. Indiv iduality  is th e  essence of o u r ideas for Public 
Schools. T h is  business of daring to be wise, and setting ou t to develop in te l­
lectual in tegrity  is som ething th a t can be achieved by a great school and lost 
by a bad one’ (SM H , 26/2/63).
T hese views are, alm ost verbatim , identical w ith those 
expressed by the Argus m ore than  half a century ago:
^  “Is it, then, a th ing  to be w ondered a t th a t even in a new city like 
^''■•bourne most of o u r leading m en in business and in professional life are 
etl who were college-bred? B ut let us im agine a State where there  a re  no
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colleges like  the English public  schools, b u t where all things are under the 
bureaucracy of the Central Education D epartm en t . . .  we cannot govern 
Ind ia  and  . . . build  up  a great A ustralia  w ith  m achine-m ade men. . . T here  
is som ething in  college breeding which cannot be got in any o th er way . . . 
rescue o u r colleges from  the maw of the  m achine . . .” (quoted in Sources of 
A ustra lian  H istory, ed. M. Clark, p. 584).
M ore and  m ore public m oney is going to non-Catholic private 
schools a tten d ed  almost exclusively by ch ildren  of the very rich 
o r the well-to-do.
A nd why not? H o lt’s new Federal Cabinet, as M enzies’ before 
it, is m ade up  of m en whose outlook Mas form ed in these exclusive 
schools. O f the 16 C abinet M inisters who gave details of their 
secondary education  in “W ho’s W h o ”, no fewer than  11 attended 
n ine  p riva te  schools (all non-Catholic). T h e  K ing’s and Geelong 
G ram m ar lead w ith two M inisters each; W esley is now down to 
one, b u t still boasts the Prim e M inister. (In  1965, 1.8 m illion 
school ch ild ren  attended  public schools, 476,000 w ent to Rom an 
C atholic  Schools, and  all other private  schools enrolled only 
104,000).
TH E U N K IN D E S T  C U T  of the Q antas strike was the display of 
in d u stria l m ilitancy from  such high-paid, w ell-educated and 
tra in ed  m em bers of the “new class” tha t is supposed to have 
rendered  obsolete no t only social revolution , b u t even social- 
dem ocratic reform ism .
Changes in class structure  certain ly  need m ore study by the 
left. T h e  C om m unist P arty’s d raft 21st Congress docum ents 
suggest th a t the trend  of social developm ent in m odern A ustralia
. . . sets the owners, m anagers and adm inistrators apart from their 
employees and the rest of the nation , includ ing  scientists, technicians, planners 
and  social scientists, edcators and o th er h ighly qualified people essential for 
th e  new and advancing level of the productive forces.
T h e  left is certainly concerned w ith  streng then ing  co-operation 
an d  u n ity  betw een the labor m ovem ent and  intellectuals, white- 
co llar and  professional workers. I t  should, as the Congress docu­
m ents suggest, oppose “p ro le ta rian  sectarianism ” and recognise 
the special con tribu tion  to political debate and  action m ade bv 
the  grow ing  radical m inority  am ong these strata.
T h eo re tica l clarification of this issue is im portan t. T h is should 
be firmly based upon analysis of actual reality, recognising that 
m arx ist theory is a generalisation of concrete social forces tha t 
can and  m ust be objectively m easured and  studied in  the ir m ove­
m ent. T h is  is one very im p o rtan t issue to be discussed before 
an d  at the C om m unist Party  of A ustralia  Congress.
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T h e  Q antas pilo ts’ strike certainly d id  no t express a conscious 
radicalism  or desire to rem ake society, as some over-enthusiastic 
supporters seem to suggest. B ut it d id  express a deep m oving 
and  as yet only inc ip ien t dem and by citizens for access to control 
over the “policy levers which determ ine the ir lives”.
T h ere  is surely some lesson for the Establishm ent, and for 
some on the left, tha t the pilots, w ith a degree of individual 
freedom  of decision given to few employees, found th a t their 
ultim ate  pow er lay in the collective weapon of the strike. I t  is 
perhaps m ore th an  symbolic th a t pilots m et in the Sydney T rades 
Hall.
T h e  left has to develop policies to raise consciousness of m ore 
basic issues contem porary A ustralian  society poses before wage and 
salary workers. T h e  Com m unist Party  hopes its Congress will be 
an opportun ity  for an exchange of views on these issues, and  not 
only w ith in  its ranks. An encouraging degree of in terest and 
critical discussion is already evident.
1967 O PEN ED  w ith the visit of A ir Vice-M arshal N guyen Cao Ky. 
No one in au thority  seemed to be p repared  to say w hat the 
purpose of the visit was, no r w hat its results are.
T h e re  was a great difference betw een this visit and Jo h n so n ’s; 
almost a case of “after the L ord  M ayor’s carriage . . .” “Security” 
was the overw helm ing consideration, w ith thousands of men 
detailed to “p ro tec t” the visitor from  any hostile opinions, and 
hundreds available to assault dem onstrators (w ith the Brisbane 
police predictably  the m ost vicious of all).
I t  w ould be political naivete to deny th a t the visit tu rn ed  out 
b etter than  expected for H o lt and  the w ar party  here. T h is  was 
aided by press reporting , w hich was m ainly gushing nonsense, 
unm arred  by any critical exam ination  of the evasions and ou trigh t 
hes advanced by Ky in reply  to the very few prob ing  questions 
Put to him .
A part from  a handful, the journalists  seemed strangely shy, 
possibly because they were b o u n d  by the ir instructions from  the 
controllers of public opinion, who deliberately  set ou t to  support 
the US w ar in  V ietnam , and  the US puppet, also to advance the ir 
Plans to elect an  ALP leader am enable to th e ir wishes. A  fu rth er 
classic exam ple, were one m ore needed, of the great pow er of the 
Establishm ent w hen it considers it necessary to “swing in to  action”.
. T h e  w hole exercise was phoney, of course. T h e  let-down 
WlU be all the  harder, and it  w ill no t be long in  coming. Ky is 
110 m ore a p a trio t o r a dem ocrat th an  was D iem  or the o th e r nine
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betw een them , nor has he p o p u la r support. H e depends more 
abjectly upon  A m erican pow er th an  D iem  ever did.
W hen  H arry  Stein of T r ib u n e  asked Ky to explain why the 
N ational L iberation  Front contro lled  so m uch territo ry  and  popu­
lation, his answer was: “I d o n ’t th ink  they have control of the 
m ajority  e ither of the land  or the  population . T hey  are deep in 
the jung le , split in small groups. . . So we have pushed them 
now back to the borders, to the jungles. . (SM H , 20/1/67).
N o A ustralian  paper contrad icted  this editorially, yet all the 
evidence shows Ky was deliberately  lying. W ith  fanfare of trum  
pets, two wholly A m erican offensives have been opened recently. 
In  the M ekong delta, the closely settled rice-bowl of V ietnam , with 
5^ m illion  people, the Am ericans are try ing  desperately to smash 
p o p u la r support for the effective N L F governm ent, and  are bog 
ging dow n in the m ud  of the paddy fields and the political swamp 
of p o p u la r support for the NLF. O nly 30 miles from  Saigon, the 
Am ericans suffered their heaviest casualties of the war in  an effort 
to  control the Iro n  T riang le . T h is  cam paign is likely to be as 
com plete a fa ilu re  as “O pera tion  A tte lbo ro” late last year.
O n Jan u ary  24th a bold a ttack  was repo rted  on a US naval 
vessel in the Saigon River.
If these facts were no t enough, the Sydney M orning Herald 
repo rted  th a t even the South East Asian experts in  the US A dm in 
istra tion  w ould only claim a bare  m ajority  control fo r Ky: “At 
the end of 1966, 57 per cent of the p o pu la tion  was u n d er Govern 
m ent control. . . T h e  agonisingly slow progress of the pacification 
program  has been a m ajor d isappo in tm en t in  bo th  Saigon and 
W ashington." (SM H, 23/1/67.)
Ky w'as obviously lying on this crucial question, showing that 
p o p u la r support is for the N LF, dem onstrating  tha t he cannot 
speak for the V ietnam ese people.
T hese facts also cast a different ligh t upon  the w ar situation 
The Americans are not winning, despite all their military superiority 
and their balance o f terror.
T h e  war, costing an astronom ical $20 billion,, is exposing 
basic A m erican m ilitary-political weaknesses. T h e  longer it goes, 
the m ore these weaknesses w ill operate.
T h e  o ther side, of course, is the sickening h o rro r of tfu 
A m erican death  and  devastation w reaked on V ietnam  and  so cyni 
cally excused. T ak e  the justifications advanced for the often 
denied civilian deaths from  bom bing of the N orth . “You can’1 
do this sort of bom bing w ithou t h u r tin g  people. T h e re  a it 
civilians everyw here,” said Mr. Sylvester, re tirin g  Assistant Secre
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tary of Defence for Pub lic  Affairs (Australian, Jan u ary  24th.) 
Civilians are everywhere in  the South, too; napalm , h igh explosive 
and “resettlem ent'' are k illing  thousands and  uproo ting  hundreds 
of thousands in  a ho rrib le  orgy of genocide.
M r. Sylvester also dem oted to second place the p re tex t of 
“N orthern  in filtra tion”; the first purpose of the bom bing  is “to 
invigorate the m orale of the South V ietnam ese” (m eaning Ky and  
his jun ta ). Such is the m oral bankruptcy  of US im perialism .
N o rth ern  bom bing is no t w inning  the war, either. Indeed, 
the Am ericans are paying dearly for this w ar crime. T h e  N o rth  
V ietnam ese anti-aircraft defence, arm ed w ith sophisticated Soviet 
missiles and  advanced conventional systems, is causing increasing 
losses. I t  is described as “ . . . w hat the Air Force already calls the 
most fearsome air defence of any war. . .” A nd up-to-date M iG ’s 
are flying in  increasing num bers over Vietnamese skies.
SECONDARY AS IT  IS to th e ir own heroic struggle, worlcl-wide 
support for the Vietnam ese people  is essential for th e ir victory. 
Never has US political isolation been m ore obvious, and w orld 
opinion is shifting still m ore against its im perialist aggression. 
U T h a n t’s latest and firmest declaration  reflects this.
M aterial support from  the socialist countries is growing, w ith 
the Soviet U nion  supplying the most vital needs fo r defence of 
the Dem ocratic R epublic of V ietnam . W orld  wide p o p u la r sup­
port for V ietnam , in which A ustra lian  protests are not un im p o rtan t, 
are con tinu ing  to  grow. In  A ustralia, the national division is as 
deep as ever. T h e  left needs to  w ork ou t m ethods of broad  mass 
cam paigning, avoiding any tendency to tu rn  inw ards or concen­
trate on ju s t one m ethod in  the  struggle to pu ll A ustralia  ou t of 
V ietnam . A new stage ,of grassroot answer to the governm ent’s 
wa r propaganda, and exp lana tion  of the issues, appears urgently  
needed.
A t this decisive stage in  the  Vietnam ese war, the divisions in 
the in te rn a tio n a l com m unist m ovem ent and  the socialist w orld are 
an in to lerab le  burden, affording US im perialism  room  to m an­
oeuvre by preventing solidarity  of action by all anti-im perialist 
forces. O u trig h t Chinese re jec tion  of the appeal fo r common 
action is the m ain obstacle.
T H IS  B U R D E N  is incalculably w eightier since the  latest events 
tn  C hina, events w hich have paralysed Chinese diplom acy and  
Worsened its egocentrism. M ore, they are  causing g reat dam age 
to p roduction  and  to socialist relations, dam age no t easily caught
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up. T h e  d isunity  officially— and artificially— set in tra in  by the 
“cu ltu ral revo lu tion" will no t be easily overcome, w hatever the 
outcom e of the pow er struggle.
Events in  C hina are  still only too obscure. Doubtless there 
are exaggerations and distortions by the daily press, interested in 
anti-C hina cam paigning. However, there are enough hard  facts 
to show the serious divisions and the dangerous departures from  
socialist theory  and  practice.
Since 1957, there has been the ill-fated “G reat L eap”, the 
reversal of dom estic and foreign policies decided by the V U Ith  
Congress of the C om m unist Party  of the N ational Peoples’ 
Congress, C h in a ’s parliam ent. T h e  Chinese leaders have moved 
in  stages from  official agreem ent w ith  the 1960 D eclaration  of 81 
Parties to com plete rejection, and  have lifted  the ir differences 
w ith the CPSU to the level of vio lent hostility  to  v irtually  every 
o ther C om m unist Party, and  establishm ent 'of sp lin ter groups 
w herever they can. Party  and  socialist democracy is tram pled  on, 
m oving from  breaching  the party  constitu tion  to suppression of 
newspapers, suspension of education, closing of the  Young Com ­
m unist League and  dismissal of the elected trade un ion  leadership.
T h e  colossal dangers in  such a situation  are obvious. One 
ray of hope still shines; the divisions w ith in  the party  and nation 
are so deep th a t they m ust reflect v ital social and  political forces 
w hich are striv ing  to overcome the degeneration  of the T h o u g h t 
of M ao T se-tung, and  for a re tu rn  to scientific socialism and 
realistic policies. Even if two qualifications are m ade— that forces 
hostile to socialism could use the chaos, and  th a t victory for those 
opposing the p resen t leading g roup  w ould no t necessarily remove 
all the M aoist d istortions im m ediately— this provides g round for 
some optim ism  in  an otherwise wholly d ishearten ing  and  dangerous 
situation.
C ertain ly  all the friends of C hina, and  the in ternational 
com m unist m ovem ent first, m ust do all in  the ir pow er to help  
the g reat Chinese C om m unist Party  back to scientific socialism 
and  to fra te rn a l com m unist relations.
T h is  is in  uie interests of the  strugg le  against im perialism  
and  the US w ar on the V ietnam ese people. I t  is in  the interests 
of p reven ting  w orld  w ar, and it  is in  A ustra lia’s na tional interests, 
already harm ed  by 17 years of the anti-C hina policy and by the 
US th reats to w iden the w ar and  drag  A ustralia  in to  such a 
catastrophic crim e.
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